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Mr. Ken Wiseman 
Executive Director 
Marine Life Protection Act Initiative 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento CA  95814 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Wiseman and MLPAI Staff: 
 
Please find the final language drafted by our Tribal Coalition for submission in support of the North 
Coast Local Interest MPA Workgroup Array submitted by Adam Wagshall, Director of Conservation, 
Humboldt Bay Harbor District: 
 
The Tribal Coalition has successfully met to address the challenges presented in the North Coast 
Study Region and to identify issues, concerns, and present solutions to a process that has in other 
Regions been unfavorable to both Federally Recognized and Non-Federally Recognized Tribes. 
 
Our hope is that with open communication, dialogue and mutual respect we will be able to develop 
the relationship necessary to recognize the Native American Tribes in the North Coast Study Region 
and the true stewardship they engage in on a daily basis. 
 
The following language has been a collaborative effort of the Tribes within the Tribal Coalition and 
reflects the sincere position of our Native Peoples: 
  
“Tribal Indigenous Peoples have inhabited the Pacific North Coast since time immemorial and con-
tinue to rely on the coast and the ocean for a variety of customary uses, including but not limited to 
subsistence harvesting and gathering of marine life; and spiritual, ceremonial and other traditional 
cultural activities.   These uses and activities are undertaken pursuant to aboriginal rights founded in 
federal law, which the State of California is obligated to respect and protect.  As an intrinsic part of 
the ecosystem, Indigenous Peoples have been and continue to be responsible stewards of the envi-
ronment. Traditional ecological and cultural knowledge forms the basis of sustainable management 
by Indigenous Tribal peoples of the North Coast Region. Due to the nature, methods, and amounts 
harvested, the take of marine species by Indigenous Peoples is minimal.  
  
Each of the North Coast Tribes is a distinct sovereign nation and each have certain areas in the 
North Coast Region where traditional customary uses and cultural activities are part of the Tribal 
daily life.   Furthermore, each federally-recognized Tribal Nation retains a government-to-
government relationship with the Federal government. In implementing the MLPA, the Initiative 



Leadership and Staff should likewise engage in government-to-government consultations to ad-
dress Tribal concerns. There are also federal trust responsibilities that are based on the unique 
legal relationship between the United States and recognized Indian Tribes.  In the spirit of these 
responsibilities, the State of California must ensure that the preferred alternative for MPAs in the 
North Coast Region contains provisions recognizing and protecting traditional customary and cul-
tural uses of Indigenous Peoples in the areas identified as such by the Tribes. Sustainable har-
vesting and gathering is a key principle in cultural and ecological preservation, and it is fully con-
sistent with the goals and purposes of the Marine Life Protection Act.  Moreover, as Tribes in 
California have never ceded their aboriginal rights to continue to harvest and gather from the ma-
rine environment, the State must recognize those uses and ensure that the regulations adopted 
as part of the MLPA process do not infringe upon them in any manner, unless expressly author-
ized by the affected Tribe.” 
 
As we move forward in our discussions of the “Tribal Blue Line” please know we will continue to 
protect and defend the aboriginal rights of both Federal and Non-Federal Tribal Groups in the 
North Coast Study Region.  The attached map is only representative of the MLPA Study Region 
and is not intended to be representative of gathering areas on the land or for all tribes.  
 
As the Mapping Arrays are submitted by the various groups, we acknowledge each groups sup-
port for the Tribal Gathering Rights and also for the dialogue created with the Marine Life Protec-
tion Act Initiative Staff, the Blue Ribbon Task Force, and the Science Advisory Team, and would 
like to express our appreciation of the combined efforts to understand and begin the process of 
learning the rich cultures and diversity in our area.  Special thanks to Roberta Cordero in meeting 
with the Tribal Coalition and individual Tribal Leaders and we look forward to the months to come 
in sharing who we are. 
 
Sincerely. 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Jacque Hostler 
Chief Executive Officer 
Trinidad Rancheria 
 
CC: Assemblyman Wesley Chesbro 
        Assistant Secretary of the Interior Larry Echohawk  
        CA State National Resources Secretary Lester Snow 
 US Congressman Mike Thompson 
 Director of Conservation Humboldt Bay harbor District Adam Wagshall 
      CA State Senator Patricia Wiggins 
   Humboldt County Board of Supervisors 
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From: Kenyon Hensel 
Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2010 1:56 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: Re: MLPA Comments Auto Response 
 
To the Blue Ribbon Task Force, 
These are some of the unique local qualities you must take into 
consideration before further restricting access to our local renewable 
ocean resource. 
 Our area has the highest unemployment rate in the state. Our 
county is one of the poorest in California. The state or federal 
government owns over 75% of our county land, depriving us property 
taxes needed to maintain services. Our local jobs and revenue streams 
must be protected to offset this loss. Historically isolated from state 
population centers, our community knows the value of self-sufficiency. 
If you do not honor that value, you diminish both our community and our 
state. 
 The coastal waters of this management area already have the 
strictest rules of anywhere in the state. Because of these rules, our 
sport season is now measured in weeks, and our commercial landing 
limits are at less then ten percent of historic levels. Our harbor 
sport slip rental has gone from 1000 boats 15 years ago to less then 40 
now. Our local commercial near shore fleet has been reduced from over 
70 boats to less then 18. These reductions are due to fishing 
regulations applied since the MLPA was passed, restrictions that have 
greatly increased the overall stocks of fish, while locking them out 
reach. The crab fleet has grown, but that harvest is a boom and bust 
cycle, barely keeping the small near shore boats going. This has 
strained our fishing community and it’s infrastructure to the point of 
collapse. We can’t take the burden of more closures.  
 Local weather severely limits our time on the water, and how far 
small boats that fish the near shore can safely travel. We regularly 
experience less then 120 fishable days a year. More then half of those 
days, weather limits safe travel and time on the water. Closing fishing 
areas we can reach, where we have been traditionally fishing, will 
compound these conditions. Making us jump over a MPA to reach fishable 
waters creates an unacceptable risk to life and property. 
 There is no imminent environmental threat that justifies creating 
hardships for our coastal communities. All sea going mammals and their 
haul out areas, sea birds and their rookeries, coral and invertebrates 
are fully protected by existing federal and state laws.  
The MLPA can be interpreted many ways. The initiative you are acting 
under is a narrow-minded approach, little but window dressing, to true 
effective fishery management. You are not using the accepted MPA 
science or process to create marine reserves. Without the science and 
the time we have asked for, you are only making little no fishing 
areas. They will drain enforcement, and create a false sense of higher 
protection. The process you are pushing will only lower the protection 
of our resources. 
Since you continue to deny our local requests, and act without a 
majority of local people on your Task Force, it is plain you do not 
have our best interests in mind. Please leave this area and move on to 
some other part of California. Leave us and we will continue the 
creation of our own reserves and the side-by-side management of our 
resources that will exceed the intent of the MLPA. Give us three years 
and support our local effort if you are truly interested in seeing 
meaningful management of our renewable ocean resources. 



From: Kenyon Hensel 
Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2010 1:50 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: RSG 
 
To the MLPA initiative regarding the north coast study area RSG: 
Your lack of any representation for the near shore permit holders is unacceptable. Mike 
Zamboni or any other permit holder has to be put on your RSG. The near shore permit 
holders have the most to lose through this process. They must be represented. Please 
remedy this situation as soon as possible. 



From: Micheal A Carpenter 
Sent: Wednesday, February 03, 2010 4:26 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: Stake holders 

Hello To the people or person who will make the choice of SH for the ncrshg. 
 Excuses my improper from but I fell I have probably written this to late any way. I just attended a 
meeting were Mr. Bill Lemos Showed an array to the Ft Bragg community he was arrogant he 
was not willing to listen to any comments by the public. He said that these things were coming 
and he knows some people are going to have to lose money but he did not care. This is he 
wanted them and he did not want to talk about it. If this man is ST representing Ft Bragg you 
have made a mistake. He worked with the community and then went out on his own and made an 
array after saying he would work with the MOCA Group He jumps to Conservation first 
Five people at my count then he says I am NRDC he does not have a clue it seems who the 
community is. He has just used people to his means. I say he does not make a good SH. Thank 
you Mike Carpenter      
  
  
 



From: Capt. Eric Kett 
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 8:10 AM 
To: ahra@mcn.org 
Cc: MLPAComments 
Subject: Mendocino Coast MLPA NCRSG Representation 

To Whom It May Concern: 
 
I was a stakeholder in the MLPA South Coast Region and am following the North Coast regions 
progress as I am an avid diver and love to travel with my family and others to this beautiful area 
of the coast to dive and recreate. While there I find the ocean resources to be well managed and 
they have a good enforcement presence. I could not help but notice that the area I visit seems to 
have little or no representation (Pt. Arena to Ft. Bragg). Having been a stakeholder I know first 
hand the damaging effects to an area with little or no representation on the RSG. This area of the 
coast has the greatest draw for tourists from other areas of California especially divers from all 
over California. My wife’s’ family, my family, and our family have made trips to this area for over 
50 years. 
Please consider my comments as a lesson learned from the RSG, an extra representative or two 
will not slow the process down (the facilitators will make sure of that) but will certainly help with 
public “buy-in” down the road. 
Thank you for your consideration, 
Captain Eric Kett 
 
SeaZen Marine Consulting & Guiding 
Captain Eric Kett 
805-895-9322 SeaZen@verizon.net  
 
 



From: joe farlo 
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 8:54 AM 
To: SIGNoms; MLPAComments 
Subject: Nominations to the Norcal Statewide intrests group 

I and many others have great concern on the makeup of the RSG. It appears that 
you are not giving fair representation to reflect the true make up of our historical 
uses of the coast. The many small community's on the Mendocino coast are highly 
dependent on the ocean for their livelihood and sustenance.  
 
We are blessed to have one of the healthiest ocean and nearshore ecosystems in the 
world and strive to work in balance with nature everyday we are out there. 
 
The RSG appears to be made up of protectionist with one diver and no 
representation from Mendocino south. Ft. Bragg is not the only working harbor on 
our coast. My concern is that 7 out of 31 in no way is representative of our 
population demographics. It seems that you are not willing to give Mendocino county 
a fair role in your process. 
 
California is in a monetary nightmare and I cannot see the reason why you are so 
intent on ruining sustainable fishing practices for protectionism instead of adaptive 
management as the law stated in 1999. 
 
I support the following individuals as RSG members or to serve on the special 
interest group 
 
Jim Burns, Noyo Harbor District Commissioner, Fort Bragg 
Tom Estes, Sr., commercial crab, Fort Bragg 
Jim Bassler, commercial nearshore, Fort Bragg 
Mike Carpenter, sea urchin diver, Albion 
Bruce Campbell, Albion River Campground manager 
Volker Hoehne, President, San Diego Freedivers 
Allen Chitty 
Matt Mattison 



From: mike carpenter 
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 7:24 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: RSG 

This letter has  valid concerns and there are many people who live here that  have the 
same concerns.Mr Wiseman i remember a comment you made at the last SAT meeting 
that you really loved Eureka because you have spent so much time there.I can see it looks 
that you do not hold that same regard for the Mendocino coast.Please re visit the RSG 
and give the commercial interest a fair chance to be included. Thank you 
 
--  
Michael A Carpenter 
Albion Harbor Regional  Alliance 



February 1, 2010 
 
John McCamman 
Director 
California Department of Fish and Game 
 
Cindy Gustafson 
Chair  
MLPA Blue Ribbon Task Force 
 
Ken Wiseman 
Executive Director 
Marine Life Protection Act Initiative 
 
Dear John, Cindy, and Ken, 
 
 My name is Allan Jacobs.  I am a retired school teacher and retired commercial 
fisherman living near Point Arena.  I am very interested in the MLPA.  Perhaps that’s an 
under-statement.  The newspapers have referred to me as an activist because I was deeply 
involved in the North Central Coast MLPA process.   
 Point Arena is located very near the southern border of the North Coast Study 
Region.  The port of Arena Cove is within the city limits of the City of Point Arena and 
less than 7 miles by water from the south boundary of the North Coast Study Region of 
the MLPA.  The Fish and Game Commission adopted four MPAs very near our home 
port.  They are named: the Saunders Reef SMCA about 4.5 miles south of Arena Cove, 
the Sea Lion Cove SMCA about 1.5 miles north and the Point Arena SMR and SMCA 
Cluster beginning about 2 miles north.  These fishing closures amount to over 20 square 
miles within a radius of about 7 miles from the Arena Cove Pier. Because of the 
extremely close proximity of these soon to be enforced MPAs near our home port, we 
who depend on Arena Cove Port facilities for income and/or recreation – whether directly 
or indirectly – will be very greatly affected by the MLPA in both in the North Central 
Coast Region and the North Coast Region.  Among the necessary adjustments we will 
make will be to move more of our fishing efforts north into the North Coast Study 
Region, much more and farther than we have found necessary in the past.   Although our 
port is physically not inside the North Coast Study Region, we are included in all other 
ways.  We are connected politically because we are in Mendocino County; connected by 
economics to the other Mendocino County communities especially Fort Bragg; connected 
by commercial fishing infrastructure between the ports of Arena Cove, Albion and Fort 
Bragg (Noyo Harbor); connected by the shared coastal ecosystem in which we are active 
biological participants who are not separated physically by lines of latitude; and 
connected socially, because friends neighbors and peers do not just end at latitude 39º 
north.    
 
 So here is my point.  I and my neighbors and fishing peers are extremely 
disappointed in your choices for official Stakeholder (RSG) members for the North 
Coast.  We, in the southern end of Mendocino County, expect our interests to be included 



in the upcoming North Coast MLPA process.  We are stakeholders in the North Coast 
study region in all ways except for an artificial geographic boundary chosen for 
convenience.  The reason we are disappointed is because none of the RSG choices are 
from the coastal area nearest to us.  There are about 22 miles of coastline within the 
North Coast Region between Little River and 39º north latitude, but including the area 
served by the harbor of Arena Cove, conservatively estimated to be from the community 
of Elk to the south end of Mendocino County at the Gualala River, this adds up to a 
geographical piece of coast about 40 miles long, from Little River to Gualala. This area 
includes two historic commercial/recreational ports (Arena Cove and Albion) several 
communities closely dependent on the Mendocino marine ecosystem and within sight of 
the ocean (Gualala, Point Arena, Manchester, Elk, Albion and Little River).  As stated 
above, everyone in our area has a vested interest in the North Coast Study Region and we 
deserve representation.  This is not an unprecedented expectation.  During the North 
Central Coast MLPAI process there were at least two RSG members from the Fort Bragg 
area (about 30 miles outside the NCCSR to the north of the same 39º boundary).  For 
further comparison, remember that all of Del Norte County has only about 40 miles of 
coastline but has at least 5 local Stakeholders by my count - probably more.  So it seems 
to me that there has been a serious miscarriage of the MLPA process to have neglected to 
include any Stakeholders to represent our interests.  We need RSG representatives who 
live close enough that we may be truly represented by a peer that knows us , respects us, 
and is willing to meet with us and represent our interests.  I know there are several good 
candidates on your original list who qualify.   
 
 I remember very clearly a comment made by Ken Wiseman during a public 
meeting while discussing socioeconomic impacts of MPAs on local communities in the 
NCCSR.  He told us that the MLPAI process took care of local socioeconomic input 
through the Stakeholder (RSG) involvement.  I also remember what you, John, said in 
your statement in the Jan 29, 2010 press release: “I am confident that as a group they will 
successfully integrate the diverse interests of their constituents into a science-based 
proposal that improves our management of California’s ocean environment.”  And I also 
remember that you, Cindy, said in the Jan 29, 2010 press release: “Their interest in and 
dedication to this process will make certain that we successfully maximize ocean 
protections for future generations while minimizing short-term socioeconomic impacts to 
the north coast community.”  Now I ask the three of you, Ken, John, and Cindy: How can 
the true stakeholders (spelled with a little s), in the area between Little River and Gualala, 
have an opportunity for input of our socioeconomic concerns, our “diverse interests”, and 
our hopes for our “future generations” without a single RSG representative Stakeholder 
(spelled with a big S) from our area?    
 
 Do not misunderstand me, I am not asking for a particular candidate of my choice 
in this letter, although I do have preferences and would be happy to talk about it with 
each of you later, and I am not asking to include anyone not already on the list of 
nominees or even someone from south of the 39º border.  But I am asking you to choose 
from the existing list of nominated candidates, more than one person, who is well versed 
and experienced in the fishing/sea food aspects of our communities and the ports of Point 
Arena and Albion. I do not mean to sound threatening to you in any way, although if you 



read between the lines and you know the history of the MLPAI process in the Point 
Arena area, you are correct in assuming that I am still very angry and you should 
understand why.  What I am saying, is that by not including any people who actually live 
and work nearer to the ports of Point Arena and Albion as RSG members to represent our 
communities, you will not just perpetuate the local perception that all those in charge of 
the MLPAI process are our enemy, you will in fact be proving it to be true.  Here’s 
another way to look at it: Point Arena is already the “Poster Child” of an MLPA program 
run amok, it will most certainly be an even bigger PR goof to do it again and include 
Albion and Elk along with us.  
 
 So I am asking you to bend the rules a little.  It wouldn’t be the first time.  I have 
noticed, for example, that you bent the rules to choose an RSG member who was not on 
the original candidate nomination list. There also was at least one name on the second 
North Central Coast RSG list that was not on the first one. So please go back to the list of 
RSG candidates, look at those candidates that live in the area south of Little River.  
Choose some people who will represent the majority of the folks in our region.  Then, as 
quickly as possible, add them to the RSG group and announce your decision quickly so 
we may begin communicating our concerns with them well before the February 8, RSG 
meeting.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Allan Jacobs 
 



From: Mike Zamboni 
Sent: Thursday, February 04, 2010 8:45 AM 
To: MLPAComments 
Cc: ahra@mcn.org 
Subject: NCRSG 
 
RE: Ommissions on the North Coast Regional Stakeholder group. 
 
I'm quite concerned that not a single Nearshore commercial fishermen 
was appointed to the RSG.  Nearshore permit holders arguably stand to 
lose more than any other user group. 
 
Our fishing grounds are on the hard-bottom areas that MLPA targets and 
we stand the most to lose in terms of life, livelihoods and property 
without a single representative on the RSG.   One of the criteria for 
being appointed to the RSG was a knowledge of our coastal marine 
environment and who would be more knowledgeable of both the habitat 
types and nearshore fishes that reside in the hard-bottom areas you 
emphasize closing? 
 
Many of your appointees have personally told me they know little or 
nothing about the fish that reside in,the fisheries, or the specific 
habitat types within the North  Coast study region yet that was who you 
chose to represent us.   
 
Mike Zamboni 
Nearshore fishermen 
f/V Lucky 50 
 
 

















































From: Adam Curtis 
Sent: Monday, February 08, 2010 2:12 PM 
To: MLPAComments 
Subject: MLPA Questions 

Why are the MLPA focused on punishing the recreational angler when no science has 
been provided showing recreational Anglers have any large scale impact on fish 
populations.   
 
Are you aware that fisherman care more about habitat than those who dont fish? Without 
habitat fisherman have nothing. You grow up as a fisherman knowing this. It's one of the 
main things your fathers hand down during this journey. Awareness of your 
surroundings.  
 
Is this really all about money and future job security?  
 
Im all for conservation and would gladly lay down my fishing rod to help fish counts if I 
believed it would. But I've noticed your efforts are not there when looking at commercial 
harvesting and chemical runoff. Is it easier to target the father/son looking to spend a day 
on the water? 
 
Why take pride in such a small effort? 
 
Thanks  
Adam Curtis 
 



North Coast RSG dis-Appointments

From:
Tomas DiFiore, Board member
Albion Harbor Regional Alliance 
AHRA
POB 122 Albion CA 95410
iamtomas@mcn.org

To:
Lester Snow and Donald Koch
Natural Resources Agency 
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 653-5656 
(916) 653-8102 fax 
secretary@resources.ca.gov

Marine Life Protection
Act Initiative
c/o California Natural Resources Agency
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1311
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 654-1885
E-mail

Kelly Sayce
Outreach and Education Coordinator
Kelly@strategicearth.com 

Ken Wiseman
Executive Director
Ken.Wiseman@resources.ca.gov
916.653.5674 

Melissa Miller-Henson
Program Manager
Melissa@resources.ca.gov
916.654.2506 

Susan Ashcraft
MPA Project Supervisor
SAshcraft@dfg.ca.gov
916.651.7670 
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North Coast RSG dis-Appointments

Jordan Traverso
Deputy Director of Communications
JTraverso@dfg.ca.gov
916.212.7352 

Annie Reisewitz
Media Relations Liaison
Annie@strategicoceansolutions.com
858.228.0526 

Cindy Gustafson
Blue Ribbon Task Force (including all members)

Mr. Wiseman and everyone:
Ken, how could you? You and the MLPAi staff thoroughly disappoitment me and other North Coast 
Residents regarding the Marine Life Protection Act Initiative Process and Lessons Learned in ALL 
PREVIOUS STUDY REGIONS. 

1) First you all waste enormous amounts of our time and resources by handing us a Draft Regional 
North Coast Profile to comment on; knowing that the External Array Proposal workgroups 
would be using it as a guiding document when it was so totally inaccurate as to constitute fraud 
in my opinion. I myself submitted some 90 pages of corrections with substantiating 
documentation on the original 185 page (not inclusive of appendices).

2) The release of this (fraudulent) (draft) North Coast Profile analysis at the same time it's use by 
'outside interest group representatives' would be mis-used in place of outreach by said inividuals 
to gather accurate social and economic impact analysis per fishery, and especially per Edible 
Algae and Edible Bull kelp small business and cottage industry sectors of the larger Ocean 
Food Providers Economy of the North Coast.

3) 'Lessons Learned' in all previous 'Study Regions' seem to fall on deaf ears within the process. It 
is more likely that the 'Lessons Learned' adaptive management strategy is to relate and sedate 
the same state (equilibrium) repetitive strains of the 'open transparency' of the process.

4) How is it that the Albion Harbor Complex, with all it's efforts, to facilitate day-long open ended 
conversational meetings (each one a feast, sometimes a campfire, the beach just yards away) 
and which provide THE UPLINK to the MarineMap Digital Democracy Showcase helping to 
both familiarize Ocean Food Gatherers with the Online view of their livelihoods, mapping out 
agreements and concerns.

5) We also sought to include the communities of the coast all the way to Point Arena specifically 
because because there was resistance to this from those that would later form the group 
Conservation First! and the group MOCA. To this day, only AHRA, the Albion Harbor Regional 
Alliance has representatives onboard form the areas south to Point Arena that are directly 
involved with the social and economic dependence and the nature of the sustainable commercial 
fisheries herein represented by AHRA.  

Except for an artificial geographic boundary chosen for convenience, the Point Arena area north to 
Albion includes inumerable stakeholders with no representation in the North Coast RSG.  Even at this 
late date, one day before the first NCRSG meeting, none of the RSG choices are from the coastal area 
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North Coast RSG dis-Appointments

nearest to us.  There are about 22 miles of coastline within the North Coast Region between Little 
River and 39º north latitude, but including the area served by the harbor of Arena Cove, 
conservatively estimated to be from the community of Elk to the south end of Mendocino County at 
the Gualala River, this adds up to a geographical piece of coast about 40 miles long, from Little River 
to Gualala. 

This area includes two historic commercial/recreational ports (Arena Cove and Albion) several 
communities closely dependent on the Mendocino marine ecosystem and within sight of the ocean 
(Gualala, Point Arena, Manchester, Elk, Albion and Little River).  As stated above, everyone in our 
area has a vested interest in the North Coast Study Region and we deserve representation.  Further 
comparison would show that all of Del Norte County has only about 40 miles of coastline but has at 
least 5 local Stakeholders.

6) In the North Coast 'Study' Region, the counties of Del Norte and Humboldt each have Harbor 
Districts and representation by the respective County Harbor District Conservation Director and 
Harbormaster on the NCRSG. Mendocino county's Harbor District, (Noyo) is not represented 
within the RSG at all. How was this matter overlooked? 
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North Coast RSG dis-Appointments

7) Throughout the External Array Work period commercial crabbers and urchin divers, and otthers 
missed meetings to fish. The one RSG member who represents the entire North Coast 
Commercial Edible Algae and Edible Bull Kelp Sustainable Hand Harvest Cottage Industry is 
burdened with the loss of income during the harvest season of 2010, and/or the possibility of 
diminished workgroup continuity during 'round 2' - at which any key moment could mean 
territory or access is lost, and another social and economic impact would fall outside the 
process. Originally 2 (RSG) Alternates were proposed to alleviate this concern. Alternates to 
RSG members, even when chosen from the same fishery and with 20-30 years common 
experience, have already been excluded from the table by late determination. 

8) The map above shows the extent of coast from the northern Mendocino County line to the 
sounthern. MENDOCINO COUNTY REQUIRES MORE representation in the RSG by virtue 
of common sense, rural demographics, current economic and historic use patterns, and the effort 
shift of commercial vessels yet to be accounted for out of Point Arena. The inherent inaccuracy 
of including Point Arena and Albion harvests and ex-vessel amounts into the economy of the 
Fort Bragg Harbor District drives the Initiative models in favor of disenfrachisement instead of 
true Ecosystem Based Management as required by law.

9) The addition of Jim Bassler to the NCRSG is a step in the right direction. But given the number 
of fisheries yet to be represented, you must consider the appointment of Tom Estes.

Using the historic and successful Port of Arena Cove as the central point in the cross border and cross 
interest bio-geographical adjacent subregions of both the North Central Coast and North Coast, you'll 
findwe have had ONLY one Alternate Stakeholder to represent local interests in an area extending from 
Salt Point to Little River, a coastal length of about 80 miles. One local representative out of 48 
stakeholders for the NCCRSG and 31 in the NCRSG to represent two small but successful historic 
ports, over a half dozen campgrounds, one City and six other communities large enough to support at 
least one grocery store.  One out of 79 that’s 1% of the reps for 18% of the coast!  During the same 
time there have been 7 Stakeholders for an area around Fort Bragg (a ten mile radius?)  That’s 9% of 
the reps for 4% of the coastline. Math by Allan Jacobs, Point Arena Fisherman

Why is it that the Albion Harbor Complex has no representation. This harbor is of significant
commercial, recreational, and cultural importance to the County. Albion residents and RSG nominees,
Michael Carpenter and Bruce Campbell, (once Dan Yoakum also) have all exceeded the RSG selection 
criteria. Both Mike and Bruce represent a number of community interest groups, have made 
exemplary efforts to disseminate information about the MLPA to constituents without internet access, 
have coordinated and fed and enabled dozens of other gatherings and constituent consultations, and 
have consistently attended meetings of the Mendocino Ocean CommunityAlliance (MOCA) external 
array working group in Fort Bragg, almost an hour's drive away from Albion.. Michael Carpenter has 
appeared before the SAT and BRTF on multiple occasions and provided key testimony. All efforts 
have been made at significant personal cost to each.

As early as 062309, Bruce Campbell invited Ecotrust and MLPAi staff to the busy coastal campground 
to conduct surveys. 

For 2 years now, there has been a consistent lack of representation for Point Arena on the Mendocino 
Coast. The Point Arena Harbormaster was not appointed to the RSG, and there were no commercial or
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recreational fishermen or seaweed harvesters from Point Arena on the RSG. As a result of the number 
of MPAs within the designated (North Central Coast) IPA clustered around Point Arena, there is a 
strong public perception that by lack of adequate representation on the RSG, an outcome that 
disadvantaged our constituents economically, has left residents throughout Mendocino County with 
feelings of disenfranchisement.

Every ridge is a coastal community. Off to either side of every ridge road are clusters of homes in 
nearby proximity to each other. Little River is to the north and Point Arena is more than twice the 
distance from Albion to Elk further to the south. Commercial boats from Point Arena now head north 
to work and pass boats from Albion headed south.
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Detail map orientation precludes a (scale) view of roads, homes, and the rural country way of 
life that goes on here. Yet many residents do read the Fort Bragg Advocate News. Word of 
mouth travels fast. Problem is that in the weeks prior to the 062309 MLPAi DFG Ecotrust 
Meeting (Open House) in Fort Bragg, there was no PSA, Press Release or mention of the 
meeting in the Mendocino Beacon or the Advoacate News, attested to in the folloiwng audio 
segment from said meeting. Disenfranchisement appears to be part of Patterns and Practices, 
the unspoken doctrine, like a (Point Arena) pier review.
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The town of Point Arena is situated around the only straight away, near the bottom of the 
map, north of the HWY 1 marker. On the next page, the North Central Coast IPA closures are 
shown for reference purposes.

It should be obvious, and credible (as anything put forward in the NC 'Draft' regional 
Profile), that to say the southern tip of the 'Study' Region is lacking any representaion on the 
NCRSG is a gross understatemnt. 

Mr. Wiseman, you could change that today. Mike Carpenter and Bruce Campbell will be in 
attending the first NCRSG meeting. Appointing them would be due recognition of the efforts 
of the southernmost commercial docks in the 'Study' Region, and campgrounds which can 
gather and organize key visitor information by user group. 
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DO NOT FORGET THAT THE SOUTHERN AREA OF THE NORTH COAST 'STUDY' 
REGION – is represented by Albion Harbor Complex (AHRA) and that AHRA is unique in 
all the MLPA Initiative's 4 'Study' Regions to date. We are truly grassroots, receiving no 
funding through regular channels associated with the MLPAi, yet we have kept up with 
every workgroup/deadline and workshop, and many times led the enitre Bioregion in 
outreach capabilities. AHRA continues to ezpand digital access and application of cross-
interest concerns, has travelled to Eureka/Crescent City for every BRTF and SAT meeting in 
the 'Study' Region, and made every meeting of the Fort Bragg MOCA group along with 
attending the Tri-County workgroup meetings. 

Thank you for your time to consider these details. There is no reasoning that suggests any 
other move that could be more meaningful on the part of the MLPAi Staff Team Leader 
(Director Wiseman) and the (BRTF Chairperson) Cindy Gustafson than consideration of the 
names aforementioned as additional appointees to the NCRSG.

This concern of lack of representation in the NCRSG of nearshore fisheries – is echoed to the 
north off coast of Humboldt in MIKE ZAMBONI's letter of concern as follows: 
Omissions on the North Coast Regional Stakeholder group.
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Not a single Nearshore commercial fisherman was appointed to the RSG.  Nearshore permit 
holders arguably stand to lose more than any other user group. Our fishing grounds are on 
the hard-bottom areas that MLPA targets and we stand the most to lose in terms of life, 
livelihoods and property without a single representative on the RSG. One of the criteria for 
being appointed to the RSG was a knowledge of our coastal marine environment and who 
would be more knowledgeable of both the habitat types and nearshore fishes that reside in 
the hard-bottom areas? From Mike Zamboni Humboldt Nearshore Fisherman

The appointment of Mike Zamboni to represent the Humboldt Nearshore fisheries in the RSG 
seems appropriate as well. This should not be construed in any way as to limit participation 
from the southern end of the 'Study' Region, of at least three more appointees (from the 
NOMINEES) in Mendocino County as proposed above.

Ecosystem Based Management, under NOAA, or any MLPA science or analysis, adaptive 
management criteria, and/or monitoring regime includes social and economic impacts to the 
communities that rely on marine ecosystem services and functions, and are thus an integral 
part of the local ecosystem flow of services where responsible and sustainable harvests ARE 
adaptive management tools and components.

Respectfully submitted
Tomas DiFiore
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